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I do not hold that view now. " In company with a strong group of experts 
Spitta gives the great weight of his authority to James's earlier view. It is 
not even worked over by a Christian hand. The many and close corre- 
spondences with New Testament ideas and phraseology are not due to 
dependence on the part of the Testament of Job. On the contrary depend- 
ence upon the Testament is evinced in James, Revelation, and perhaps in 
Luke, Acts, and John. More especially the figure of Job, the hero of the 
tale, developed as representative of Israel, and of Israel as the suffering 
Servant of Yahweh, a protagonist of the poor and lowly against Satan, 
reduced to "the dust of death" as an innocent and uncomplaining sufferer, 
but exalted again by God to glory and honor, is of the utmost value when 
its independence of New Testament influence has been demonstrated, to 
exhibit the atmosphere in which the gospel story was molded. 

We owe a debt of gratitude to such minute and discriminating study as 
Spitta 's, however reluctant we may be to follow his inferences in detail. 

B. W. Bacon 

Yale Divinity School 
New Haven, Conn. 

THE DESTINATION OF GALATIANS 1 

Two years ago Dr. Steinmann published a study of Die Abfassungs- 
zeit des Galaterbriefes which was at once recognized as heralding a powerful 
restatement of what is known as the North- Galatian theory. The present 
monograph forms a sequel to his earlier work. It is written with the same 
exhaustive knowledge of the relevant literature, 2 the same independent 
judgment, and the same evidence of original, indefatigable research. 
Hitherto those of us who were profoundly dissatisfied with the South- 
Galatian theory, on exegetical and historical grounds, have had to fall back 
upon Schmiedel's article in the Encyclopaedia Biblica for a detailed refuta- 
tion. But Schmiedel had his limitations. His view of Acts rather dis- 
counted certain of his proofs, or they handicapped others. Now we have 
Dr. Steinmann coming forward from a conservative position in the criticism 
of Acts and Galatians alike with what seems to the present writer a con- 
vincing and comprehensive presentation of the older view that Galatians 
was written after the Council of Jerusalem to the Christian churches of 
Wer Leserkreis des Galaterbriefes. Ein Beitrag zur urchristlichen Missions- 
geschichte. Von Dr. Alphons Steinmann. Miinster: Aschendorff, 1908. xx+251 
pages. M. 6.80. 

2 To the adherents of the North-Galatian view we might add Professor G. H. Gil- 
bert (The Student's Life of Paul, 1902, pp. 260 f.) and Bousset (in J. Weiss's Die 
Schriften des Neuen Testaments, on Galatians). 
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North Galatia. Zahn and his own countryman, Weber, are sharply criti- 
cized throughout. But Professor Ramsay naturally receives the lion's 
share of attention, and it must be admitted that the Aberdeen scholar comes 
very badly out of the ordeal, all the more so that Dr. Steinmann grapples 
with the vital issues of the problem instead of contenting himself with the 
easy triumph of exposing the rash and confident remarks of his opponents. 

After a brief introduction (pp. 1-18) which states and defines the prob- 
lem, the author goes forward with an elaborate linguistic and historical 
discussion of Galatia and the Galatians (pp. 17-109), which leads practically 
to the same conclusions as those of Felix Stahelin in the third edition (Leip- 
zig, 1907) of his standard Geschichte der kleinasiatischen Galater bis zur 
Errichtung der romischen Provinz Asia. He proves in a series of important 
paragraphs that Ancyra, which Ramsay admits to have been "one of the 
greatest and most splendid cities of Asia Minor," was the capital of South 
as well as of North Galatia (pp. 50 f.), and was connected by road, not 
simply with Northern Phrygia, but also with Pisidian Antioch (cf . J. Weiss, 
himself a South-Galatian adherent, 3 on pp. 559 f. of his article on "Kleina- 
sien" in the third edition of Hauck's Realencyklopaedie). As the center of 
the provincial organization, Ancyra was the residence of the governor; it is 
actually named on one inscription the /m/t/joVoAis rrj<s TaXarCas. An 
examination of the pagan usage proves (pp. 69 f .) that the inhabitants of the 
entire province could be called "Galatians," and biblical usage confirms 
this (pp. 76 f.). 

Steinmann then discusses (pp. 110-75) Paul's real mission to South 
Galatia (Acts 13:16 — 41:26a; 15:40 — 16:5) and proceeds (pp. 175-208) to 
investigate the allusion to the North-Galatian mission in Acts 16:6 and 
18:23. Here he is at the heart of his problem. In the former passage he 
brushes aside Ramsay's and Weber's plea for BkXOovtkA The verse 
obviously (cf. the ow) narrates not a recapitulation but a fresh advance 
into new territory, and no other exegesis would have been dreamt of, had 
it not been for the exigencies of the South-Galatian hypothesis. The 
country differently named in both verses is the same, i. e., North Galatia, not 

3 J. Weiss presents the case more persuasively, because more moderately, than 
Weber, Zahn, or Ramsay. He is not given to airy inferences or to feats of exegetical 
ingenuity. 

4 Cf. Harnack's Apostelgeschichte, p. 87 f ., where he shows that the North-Galatian 
mission was not unimportant in itself, but simply unimportant to Luke, who was hurry- 
ing on to Paul's European mission. On pp. 60 and 90 Hamack explains Luke's use 
of ii TaXariKii x<fy>° by the fact that the region was "stadtearm;" Luke must not be 
taken as witnessing, by this usage, to the South-Galatian hypothesis. The contrary 
is the case. 
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South Galatia. If the phrase meant "the Phrygo-Galatic " region around 
Iconium and Antioch, then Lystra and Derbe (15 :$6) would be included in 
the cities revisited in 16:4, 5, whereas (cf. 14:6, n) they belonged not to 
Phrygia but to Lycaonia. Furthermore, KwXvOevres, ktA.., must give the 
reason for the missionaries not pushing westward. Steinmann therefore 
agrees heartily with Chase that, so far as the evidence of Acts is concerned, 
"the South-Galatian theory is wrecked on the rock of Greek grammar." 
In reply to the favorite plea that Luke ignores the founding of the North- 
Galatian churches, Steinmann not only argues with Schmiedel that even if 
such were the case, it would not be unexampled in Acts, but points to 15 141 
(cf. Gal. 1:21) where Paul's important mission -work in Syria and Cilicia 
is presupposed, although Luke never makes the slightest allusion to it (pp. 
193 f.). Ramsay's assertion that "the North-Galatian theory lands every- 
one of its advocates in geographical absurdities" receives an equally trench- 
ant refutation (pp. 196 f.). After fulfilling his first task (15:36 = 16:4) 
Paul found himself obliged to go north instead of west (to Asia, i. e., Ephesus 
and its environs), as he originally seems to have intended. The details of 
the route are not clear; Luke's narrative is too summary at this point. But, 
as J. Weiss himself admits, the mission tour through North Galatia is 
perfectly credible, and from a place like Dorylaeum they could be said 
to have been Kara t^v Mwrtav. The irp&rov i/wSos of Ramsay's theory 
(p. 200) really lies in the assumption that Paul left Antioch or Iconium 
with Bithynia as his objective. As the narrative shows, he had nothing of 
this kind in view. He moved from one place to another, evidently uncer- 
tain of his route; he had no fixed plan in his mind, and therefore did not 
seek out the large centers. Hence the churches of North Galatia were less 
numerous and consolidated when he returned (Acts 18:23) than usual. 
He confirms not churches in fact but all the disciples whom he had previously 
made. 

A short discussion (pp. 208-17) 0I Paul's own narrative (Gal. 4: 12-15) 
is followed by a comparison of this with the Lucan evidence (pp. 217 f.). 
The Paul who preached the gospel in North Galatia was not the impressive 
figure who had moved the people of Lystra, 5 but a sick man (Gal. 4:13); 
of this sickness Luke, when describing the South-Galatian mission, makes 
no mention (pp. 217 f.). Taken with the rest of the evidence, this is 

5 On the South-Galatian assumption that Paul confined himself to great centers, 
Lystra proves a sad difficulty, for it was neither central nor important, but a rustic 
backwater (Ramsay, Cities of St. Paul, p. 408). Even Derbe "was one of the rudest 
of the Pauline cities; education had made no great progress in it" (ibid., p. 399). 
Yet we are told that Paul would never have visited so second-rate a district as North 
Galatia! 
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justly held to corroborate the conclusion that Acts and Galatians imply a 
North-Galatian destination for the epistle. Neither the internal evidence 
of Galatians nor the geographical data of Acts warrants any reasonable 
suspicion of this interpretation. 

The monograph goes into a considerable amount of accessory details, 
on which it is not always possible to follow Dr. Steinmann. But his main 
conclusions seem proved, and the merit of the essay lies not so much in 
their novelty as in the freshness and thoroughness with which the evidence 
for them is presented. The proofs already adduced by Sieffert and Zockler 
are here restated in the light of recent investigation. It is a sound and timely 
piece of work, for which all interested in the problem will be heartily 
grateful. James Moffatt 

Brotjghty Ferry 
Scotland 



A PRACTICAL COMMENTARY EMBODYING RECENT 
CRITICISM 

What are the conclusions of the most recent criticism, and how can they 
be used by the modern preacher and pastor? In particular, how shall 
the results of the last two decades' intensive study of philology, archaeology, 
and comparative religion, enriched by the new finds of inscriptions and 
papyri, the new editions of Hellenistic writers, and the recent detailed 
investigations of Jewish and early Christian theology, be summarized in a 
commentary on the New Testament, and then be made practically available 
for the confirmation-class and the pulpit? To answer these questions 
is the rather ambitious purpose of Lietzmann and his associates in their 
new commentary on the New Testament. 1 

As far as the external form is concerned, there is to be first an introduc- 
tory volume containing a grammar of New Testament Greek by Rader- 
macher, and discussions of early Christian literary forms and Graeco- 
Roman culture, by Wendland; then three volumes of commentary proper, 
consisting of a German paraphrase, brief grammatical and critical notes 
on the original, with frequent scholarly excursus on the separate historical 

1 Handbuch zum Neuen Testament. In Verbindung mit H. Gressmann, E. 
Klostermann, F. Niebergall, L. Radermacher, und P. Wendland, herausgegeben von 
Hans Lietzmann. Fiinf Bande: i, 2, 5~7th Lieferungen; viz., Romer- und I Korinth- 
erbrief von Hans Lietzmann; Markus Evangelium von E. Klostermann unter Mit- 
wirkung von Gressmann erklart. Und eine praktische Auslegung zum Romerbrief 
und Markus Evangelium von Niebergall. Tubingen: Mohr, 1906-1007. (Price of 
entire work about M. 33 .00). 



